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of Washington, and that the new regime she had set up there was against
the wishes of the people and incompatible with peace in the Far East.
This report was accepted by China and rejected by Japan.
On the morrow of the Assembly meeting at which this report was
adopted, the Japanese General Staff, no doubt as a reply to the League's
pronouncement, and in disregard of Japan's covenants under Articles
12 and 15, attacked and occupied Jehol Province, and extended their
aggressive operations to the south of the Great Wall, imminently
threatening the security of Peking, China's ancient capital, and Tientsin,
the great commercial metropolis of North China. The Chinese Govern-
ment, rallying all available resources, resisted to the best of its ability,
but, in the face of the better equipped Japanese army, which had
prepared for years for this war of conquest, found itself unable to check
single-handed the onslaught of the invading forces. After fifty days of
a bitter struggle, in which we lost thirty thousand dead and wounded,
we were obliged to sign a truce at Tangku on the 31st May, 1933.
Although the Japanese troops have since been gradually withdrawn from
the neighbourhood of Tientsin and Peking, the Pour Eastern Provinces
—namely, Manchuria and Jehol—have remained and still remain in
the occupation of the Japanese army, contrary to Article 10 of the
Covenant. . . .
It is to be feared that, so long as this glaring case of Covenant-breaking
is not settled in accordance with the established principles of inter-
national law and the existing treaty obligations, it will remain, if not
an insurmountable obstacle, at least a stumbling-block in the path of
new international agreements looking to economic and military dis-
armament and to the maintenance of peace by common endeavour.
The reason for this is not difficult to explain. The absence of any
effective action from the League in this case has encouraged those who
have all along been proclaiming the belief that might is right. It has,
in fact, placed a premium upon aggression. It has given a new impetus
to the activities of those in different countries who advocate and strive
for an increase of armaments in the name of national defence, since
treaties guaranteeing security may be disregarded with impunity. . ..
We have arrived at the cross-roads of the World's destiny. Our choice
lies between an armed peace which, based upon a precarious balance of
power, is most costly to every nation and postulates war as inevitable,
and a peace based upon collective responsibility, which is the most
economical for all, because it is maintained by joint effort and common
sacrifice, and which is stable because it accepts justice as the final arbiter
of nations. It means disarmament or rearmament, economic recovery
or continuance of the world crisis; it means, in fact, war or peace. These
are the alternative roads before us. For the sake of civilization and for
the well-being of humanity, I sincerely hope that we shall all choose
wisely.
(v) Russo-Japanese Relations and the C.E.R. Crisis
The immediate repercussions of Japan's invasion of Manchuria
upon Sino-Bussian relations1 had died down, by the end of 1932, to
1 See the Survey for 1932, pp. 435, 436 and 535.

